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Oetober 19, 2003

Commissiotier Michael J. Capps
Federal Communieations Commission
447 12th Street. NW

Washington, D C. 20534

Dear Michael Copps,

D wriling to voiee my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of “brogdeast flag” technalogy for digtal television, A a conslmer
and citiven, I feel strongly that such a policy wonld be bad for innovation, consumer tights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted i, manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing
“avie studios 1o veto features of DTV.reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new praduets they can
create. This will result in produets that don't necestarily reflect what congumers like me actually want, and it could tesult in me being
charged more money for inforior funetionality.

it the FCC issues o broadeast flag mandate, [ would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and pther
zquipment. T will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadeast flag
technology for digital television. Thank you for vour time.

Sincetely,

Kevil Bingham

1562 Keolls Drive
Saritn Rosy, (CaA 93403
USs
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Tommiesioner Michael J Copps

Federal Conmnunications Commission
115 12th Street. HU
Tu“rf.‘Sh],ngtlJn, o C 205854

[emyr Machasl Copps.

I am writing to woloce my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of
flag" technology for digital television, 4s a consumer and citizen.
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation.
ultimate adoption of DTV

4 robmst, conpetitive market for consuner electronics must be rocted
nrnufacturers’ abllity to innovate for their customers. Alloving mow
vebs festures of DTV-reception egquipment will enable the studics ta
mzhnologlsts what new products they can croeate. This will result in
: il 't necessarily reflect what consuners like ne actually want,
11 me being charged mnore mnoney for inferior functionality

If FCC broadcast flag nandate, I would actually be less
ek an investnent 1n DTY-capable receivers and other equipment I
more for dewvia that limit
nandate broadecast flag technology for digital television.
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Thanl you

Sdneceraly,
zthleen Breinayer

110 Sth Ave o1

1
Twmpra, WA 90502
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Sotober 19, 2003

Crmmissiconer Michael J . Copps
Federal Communicetions Commnission
144 12th Street HIY

Woshington, DO 20654

[h2ar Mizhael Copps,

I an wrating to volcee my opposition to any FCC-nandated adoption of “"hroa
tla3" technology for digitsl television., 4s a consuner and citizen, I fee
strongly that such & policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the
ultzmete adoption of DTY.

A orebust, competitive marvket for comsumner electronics must be rooted in
manttacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing novie studios to
o features of DIV-reception egquipment will enable the studics to tell
teezhinologists uhat new products they can create. This will result in products
rhat don't necessarily reflect what consumners like me actually want, and it -~oumld
result 1n me being charged more money for inferior functionality

(A=

If the FCU issuss a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to
ke an investnent in DTW-capable receivers and other equipnent 1T will not pay
mere: for devicss that limit ny rights at the behest of Hollywomd Flease do not
mendate broadeast flag technology for digital television. Thank vou for your time

Snecerely,

W Stanley Cline, Jr.
3100 Dunwoody Gables Dr
Dupwrowndy, Ga 30338
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Commussionier Michael I Copps
Federal Communications Commission
45 12th Street, NW

Waghapton, D.C. 20334

Deur Michael Copps,
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1 am writing o volce my opposition to any FCC-marndated adoption of "broadeast flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer
and citizen, T feel strongly that such a poliey would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV,

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers’ ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing
mevie stidios to veta features of DTV -reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technolopists what new products they can

create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it conld result in me being
sharged more money for inferior functionality.

[f the FCC issues a broadeast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV -capable receivers and other

equipment [ will not pay more for deviges that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadeast flag

technology for dipital television Thank you for your time.

Sineerely,

Adrian Martinez

3323 Swordfern Place
Kary, TX 77448
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Wednesday, October 22 2003

Commissioner Michael J. Copps
B 1210 Streetl. N'W
Washington. DC 20554

VIA FPACSIMILL
Dear Commisstoner Copps.

Asacconsumer of broadeast television, electromes, and computer products, 1 urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadeast flag." [ am gravely
concerned that a broadeast flag regulation would restrict the way T enjoy television.

The digital television transition relies on convineing consumers of the benelits of switching to and
buving digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer
1 switching doesn't mean discarding my existing home networls, buying new high-resolution
displavs, and finding room for vet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the
MPAA and 1ts allies to hinder the transition by making us buy special-purpose 17TV devices that
are more expensive and less valuable.

In additton. Tam very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadeast flag. With todav's
technologyv, T ean be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create. and
participate. [ ean record TV to watch later: ¢lip a small piece of TV and splice 1t into a home
movier send an ematl clip of my child's football game to a distant relative: or record a TV program
onto a VD and play it at my friend's apartment. The broadeast flag seems designed to remove this
control and fexibility that [ enjoy.

I the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjovable.
flexible, and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital
cyuipment? A pretticr TV picture 15 hardly enough reason [or me (o dispense with all my current
consumer electronies and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadeast {elevision. |
urge vou to promote the digital transition by opposing the broadcast {lag.

Sincerely.
Jetirev West

IR21 Preserve Drive
Dyexter. MI 48130

Fram
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Wernesday October 22 2003

Commssioner Michael J Copps
445 12th Street, NV
Washington, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Commissioner Copps,
A% a consumer of broadeast television, electranics, and computer products, | urge the Federal

nmunications Commission to vote against the adoption of @ "broadcast flag. " | am gravely concemed that
@ broadeast flag regulation would restrict the way | enjoy television

The digital tetevision transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching ta and buying
digitat television eguipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a censumer if switching
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-reselution displays, and finding room
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition
v making us buy special-purpese DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuabie.

[n additien, | am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's
techinclogy, | can be more than a passive recipient of content -- | can modify, create, and participate. | can
record TV to watch ater: clip a small plece of TV and splice it inte 2 home movie, send an @mall clip of my
crild's football game to a distant relative, or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that 1| enjoy

If the move to digital television does net make the public's viewing experience mors enjoyahie, flexible and
exciting, what compelling reason do | have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics, and computer
eguipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, | urge you to promcte the digital transition by
oprosing the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,
Onhn Mertz

28780 Adams Road
Los Gatos, CA 95033

From
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Wednesday, October 22 2003

Commissioner Michael J, Copps
4445 12th Street, NW
Washington, bC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Commissioner Copps,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electranics, and computer products, I urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adeption of a "broadcast flag.” T am gravely concerned
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television.,

the digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the henefits of switching to and buying
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching
deoesn't mean discarding my existing hame network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are mare expensive and less valuable.

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. with teday's
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of cantent -- 1 can modify, create, and participate. 1 can
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email ctip of my
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's
apartment. The breadcast flag seems designed to remove this controt and flexibility that I enjoy.

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and
exciting, what compelling reasocn do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV
picture is hardly encugh reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by
opposing the breadcast flag.

Sincerely,
Tadd D'Amore

1560 Pachine Circle
Mewbury Park, CA 91320
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Wednesday, October 22 2003

Commissioner Michael J. Copps
445 17th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

Vid FACSIMILE
Dear Commissioner Copps,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, | urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag.” | amn gravely concerned
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way | enjay television.

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switchifpg to and buying
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resctution displays, jand finding rcom
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hlinder the
transitton by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable.

In addition, | am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- | can modify, create, anqi participate. |
can record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; sénd an email clip
of my child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my
friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remave this control and flexibility that | enjoy.

if the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more en]'ciayable, ftexible,
and exciting, what compelling reason do | have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV
oicture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and
computer eguipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, | urge you to prbmnte the digital
transition by opposing the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,
Stephanie Allen

2604 - 69th Street .
Urbandale, |A 50322

Fron:
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Wednesday, October 22 2003

Commissioner Michael J. Copps
445 12th Street, NW
Washmmgton, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Commissioner Copps,
As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I u

Communications Commission to volte against the adoption of a "broadcast flag
concerned that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way 1 enjoy teley
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The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits ¢f switching to
and buying digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a
consumer if switching doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-

resolution displays, and finding room for vet another device in my living room.

Please do not

allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition by making us buy specialdpurpose DTV

devices that are more expensive and less valuable,

In addition, Tam very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcaqjst flag. With
today's technolegy, T can be more than a passive recipient of content -- 1 can modify, create,

and participate, T can record TV to watch later; ¢lip a small piece of TV and spl
home movie; send an email clip of my child's Toothall game to a distant relativ
TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's apartment. The broadcast fl
designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy.

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experienceJnmore

enjoyable, flexible, and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consu

jce it into a
; or record a
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er to buy new

digital equipment? A prettier TV picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my

current consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consu
broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by opposing t
flag.

Sincerely,
Paeter Holmes

6276 Tharncrest Dr
Bioomtield Hills, M1 48301
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Wednesday, October 22 2003

Cemmissioner Michael J. Copps
145 1Zth Street, NW
Washingten, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE

Dear Commissicner Copps,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Fed
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gra
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television.

The digital television transition relies on convincing censumers of the benefits of switching
digital televisicn equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consums
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays,
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hil
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable

In addition, T am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. Wit
technology, T cah be more than a passive recipient of content -- T can modify, create, and
record TV to watch later; clip a smali piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an
child's football game tc a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I

If the move to digital television does not make the public’s viewing experientce mare enjoy
exciting, what compelling reason do [ have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment?
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electron
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the
opposing the broadcast flag,

Sinceraly,
Mats Stahlkrantz

1127 Clinton St Apt. 610
Hoboken, N1 07030
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October 22, 2003

Commlssioner Michae! J. Copps
Faaaral Communleations Commlgslon
145 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Copps.

I 'am writlng to volee my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag" tachnelagy for digital televislon. As a

sonsumer and citizen, | feel strongly that such a polley would be bad for Innavatlon, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV.

A robust competltive market for consumer electranles must be rooted In manutacturers' abllity to Innovate for thalr
custamers Ailowing movle studics to veto features of DTV-reception aequlpment wiil enable the studlos 1o tail technologists
what new products they can create. This will result In products that don't necessarliy reflect what consumers llke me
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more meney for Inferlor functlonallty

't the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less likely to make an Investment In DTV-capable receivers

and other egulpment. | wlll not pay more tor devices that limlt my rights at the behest of Hollywoed. Please do not mandate
broadcast flag technology for digltal television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

aptnony Garcla

3826 Sagedowne Lane
—auston, TX 77089
LSA
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October 22, 2003

Commissioner Michael I Copps
Faderal Commumnications Conmission
445 |2tk Streat, NW

Washington, I3 C. 20334

Drear Michael Copps,

AM10/22/03 5413025099

1 am writhg to volce my opposition to any FCC-mandated adeption of "broadeast flag" technology for digital televigion. As @ conswner

and citizen, T feel strongly that such a policy would be bed for innovatien. consumer rights, and the ultitnate adoptio

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for their
movie stidios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new pr
vreate This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers ke me actually want, and it could r
charged more money for inferior functionality.

nof DTV,

customers. Allowing
oducts they can
result in me being

[1'the FCC iggues a broadeust flag mandate, [ would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable regeivers and other
equipment. T will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate boadeast flag

technelogy for digital television. Thank you for your time,
Sincerely,

Besjamin FrantzDale
2683 34th St apt 6
Santa Montea, CA 90403
US4
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Wednesday, October 22 2003

Commissioner Michael J. Copps
44% 12th Street, MW
Washington, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE

Dear Commissioner Copps,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, | urge the Federal

Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag.” | am gravely concerned
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way | enjoy television.

I he digital tetevision transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays| and finding room
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the
transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and legs valuable.

in addition, | am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's
technology, | can be more than a passive recipient of content -- | can modify, create, and participate. |
can record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it inte a home movie; send an email clip
of my child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and|play it at my
friend's apartiment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibjlity that | enjoy.

If the move to digital television dees not make the public's viewing experience more enjpyable, flexible,
and exciting, what compelling reason do | have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV
picture is hardly enough reascn for me to dispense with all my current consumer electrgnics and
computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, | urge you to pjomote the digital
transition by cpposing the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,
Todd Guinn

6 Rainbow Dr
Pekin, L 61554

Fram
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Wednesdayv, October 22 2003

Commussioner Michael J. Copps
445 12th Street. NW
Washington., 12C 20354

VIA TACSIMILLL,

Dear Commissioner Copps,

A consumetr of broadeast television. electronics. and computer products, 1 urge t

Communications Commission to vole against the adoption of a "broadeast flag.” [ 3

concerned that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way 1 enjoy television

The digital television transition relies on convineing consumers of the benefits of s

16506181579 Frane
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are more expensive and less valuable.

inaddition. T am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadeast lag. With today's
technoloev, T ean be more than a passive recipient of content - I can modify, ¢reate, and

participate. Tean record TV to wateh later: clip a small piece of TV and splice it in
movie: send an email clip of my child's football game to a distant relative: or recor

cnto a DV and plav it at my friend's apartment. The broadcast flag scems desizng

control and {lexability that [ enjoy.
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I the move to digital televiston does not make the public's viewing experience mote enjoyable.

ilexible, and exeiting, what compelling reason do T have as a consumer Lo buy new
cyuipment? A prettier TV picture is hardly encugh reason for me to dispense with
consumer electronics and computer equipment, As a citizen and consumer of broag
uree vou to promote the digital transition by opposing the broadcast {lag.
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17371 West 138th Street
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Wednesday, October 22 2003

Commissioner Michael J. Copps
445 12th Street, NwW
Washington, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Commissioner Copps,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, | urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag.” | am gravely concerned
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way | enjoy television.

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying
digilal television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the
transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable.

I addition, | am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's
technology, | can be more than a passive recipient of content -- | can medify, create, and participate. |
can record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; sgnd an email clip
of my child's foctball game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my
friend’s apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that | enjoy.

I+ the move to digital television does not make the public’s viewing experience more enjaoyable, flexible,
and exciling, what compelling reason do | have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and
computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of breadcast television, | urge you to promote the digital
transition by oppesing the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,
Derek Remund

540 Townsend Hall W. Iltiniois 5t
Urbana, IL 61801
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Wednesday, Uctober 22 004

Commissioner Michael J. Copps
445 12th Street, NW
Washinglon. DC 20554

VY FACSIMILLE

Deay Commissioner Copps.

As o consumer of broadeasl television. cleclronics. and computer products, 1 urge the Fedg

Communications Commission to vole against the adeption of a "broadcast flag.” 1 am grav
a broadeast Mag regulation would restricl the way T enjoy television.

The digital television transition relies on convineing consumers of the benefits of switehin
digita! television cquipment. That transition will be e more palatable to me as o consume
docsn Umenn discarding mv existing home nelwork, buving new high-resolution displavs,

forvet another deviee in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies o hi

by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable,

In addition., L am very concerned aboul the fair-use implieations of the broadeast flag. Wit

technology, Lean be more than a passive recipient of conlent -- I ean modily, creale, and p

record TV to wateh liter: elip a small picce of TV and splice iU into a home movie: send an

child's [ootball game to a dislant relative; or record a TV program onto & DVD and play it

apartment. The broadeast (lag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that 1

I the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoy:

exeiting. what compelling reason do T have as a consumer Lo buy new digital equipment? !

preture is hardly encugh reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electrony

cquipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, 1 urge vou lo promole the d
oppasing the broadeast flag.

Sineerely.

IPhilip Mares

1157 N Clacrdon Ave #0075

Uhicago. 11, 60012
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Wednesday, October 22 2003

Cammissioner Michael J, Copps
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Commissioner Copps,

As a consumer of breadcast television, electronics, and computer products, | urge the Federal

Communications Commission to vate against the adoption of a "broadcast flag.” | am graviely concerned
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way | enjoy television,

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying
digital television equipment. That trapsition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, |and finding room
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the
transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable.

In addition, | am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's
technotlosy, | can be more than a passive recipient of content -- | can modify, create, and participate. !
can record TY to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; sand an email clip
of my child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onte a DVD and |play it at my
friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that | enjoy.

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience mare enjgyable, flexible,
and exciting, what compelling reason do 1 have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electrenics and
computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, | urge you to promete the digital
transition by cpposing the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,
william J. Kollar

P.O. Box 305
Caroga Lake, NY 12032
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Wednesday, October 22 2003

Commissioner Michael 1. Copps
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE

Dear Commissioner Copps,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, T urge the Fed

16505181673
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Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag.” T am gravely concerned

that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way T enjoy television.

The digital televisian transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consume
daesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays,

to and buying
rif switching
and finding room

for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition

by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable,

[ addition, T am very concernad about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag, Wit
technolegy, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and
record TV to watch tater; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an

1 today's
participate. I can
email clip of my

child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's

apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I

Tt the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoy
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment?
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electroni
equipment. As a citiven and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the

opposing the breadcast flag.

Sincerely,
Jay Johnston

1423 forest dr.
Portage, MI 45002

enjoy.

able, flexible, and
A prettier TV

£s and computer
digital transition by

From.
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Dctober 22, 2003

Cormmissloner Michael J Copps
Fedaral Communications Commlssion
445 12th Street, NW

Wasnington, D C 20654

Dear Michael Copps,

I am writing to volee my apposltion to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag" technology for diy
consumer and cltizen, 1 feel strongly that such a polley would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rights, an
acoptlon of DTV

A robust, campetltive market for cansumaer elactronles must be roated I manutacturers' abllity to innovat
customers. Allowlng movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studlos g
what naw products they can create. This will result In products that den't necessarlly reflect what consun
actually want, and It couid result in me belng charged more money for Inferlor functionallty

tthe FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, { would actually be less Ilkely to make an Investment In DTy

S415023009

Ital talaviglon As a
o the ultimate

tell technelogists
ners llke me

-capable recelvers

and other equlpment. 1 wilf not pay more for devices that [imlt my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Fleage do not mandata

broadeast flag téchrology for digltal television. Thank yeu for your time.
Sinceraly,

Justin Chapweaske
1548 Rosehlli Clrele
Lauderdale MN 55108
SEA
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Wednesday, October 22 2003

Commissicner Michael 3. Copps
445 17th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE

Dear Commissioner Copps,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Fed

Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am grav

that & broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way T enjoy television,

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching

digital tetevision equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consume

doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays,
for vet another device in my living room. Please do not aliow the MPAA and its allies to hi
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. Wit
technaotogy, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can medify, create, and
recorg TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I

If the move to digital television does not make the public’s viewing experience more enjoy

exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipmeant?
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electroni
equipment. As a citizen and cansumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the
opposing the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,
Michael Rowlinson

106 Banbury Dr.
Wilmington, DE 19803

16506181579 Fron

eral
ely concerned

to and buying
rif switching

and finding room
der the transition

1 today's
participate. I can
email clip of my
at my friend's
enjoy.

able, flexible, and
A prettier TV

cs and computer
digital transition by




Page 1 of 1 937 26 AM, 10/22/03

October 22, 2003

Cormlssloner Michael J. Cepps
Federal Communlcatons Commisslon
445 12th Street, N

Washington, B.C. 20564

Dear Michael Copps,

I 'am wrlting to volee my eppesltion to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast tlag" technology for dig

consumer and £ltizen, | feel strongly that such a pellcy would be bad for Innovation, consumer rights, an
adoptlan of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumar alectronles must be rosted In manufacturers' ablity to Innovat
zustomers Allowing movle studies to vets features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studlos tg

aztuatly want, and It could result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality.

i*tne FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less Ilkely to make an investment In DTV

ard other equipment. | wlil not pay more for devices that [Imlt my rights at the behest of Hellywood. Flea
broadeast flag technology for digltal televislon. Thank you for your time.

Sihcerely,

Jason Pannay

28 Woodland Dr
Nashua NH 03083
LBA

e for thelr

tell technologlsts
what new products they can ¢reate. This will result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers ke me
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Wednesday, October 22 2003

Commissioner Michael 1. Copps
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE

Dear Commissioner Copps,

As a consumer of broadeast television, electronics, and computer products, I u
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag

concerned that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way [ enjoy telev

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits ¢
and buying digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatal

rge the Federal
"Tam gravely
sion.

of switching to
ple to me as a

consumer if switching doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buyling new high-

resolution displays, and finding room for yet another device in my living room.
allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition by making us huy specialy
devices that are more expensive and less valuable.

In addition, Tam very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadca

Please do not
purpose DTV

st flag. With

today's technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content - T can modify, create,

and participate. T can record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and spl

ceitinto a

home movie; send an email clip of my child's football game to a distant relative; or recard a

TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's apartment. The broadcast fla
designed to remove this contrel and flexibility that I enjoy.

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience
enjoyable, flexible, and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consur
digital equipment? A prettier TV picture is hardly enough reason for me to disp
current censumer electrenics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consui
broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by opposing ti
flaq.

Sincerely,
Peter Ashlay

31 alexander road
Hapkinton, MA 01748

g seems

more

rner to buy new
ense with all my
mer of
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Wednesday, October 22 2003

Commissioner Michael J. Copps
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

YA FACSIMILE
Dear Commissioner Copps,

As a consumer of breadcast television, electronics, and computer products, | urge the Fe
Communications Conunission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag.” | am gray
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way | enjoy television.

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switchiy
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consu
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays,
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to h
transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and leg

In addition, | am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag, W

185061816749

ely concerned

ng to and buying
ner if switching
and finding room
inder the

s valuable.

technology, 1 can be more than a passive recipient of content -- | can medify, create, and participate. |

can record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; sg
of my child's foothall game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and
friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this contrel and flexibi

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjg

nd an email clip
play it at my
ity that | enjoy.

yable, flexible,

and exciting, what compelling reason do | have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV

picture 1s hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and

computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, | urge you to promote the digital

transition by cpposing the broadcast flag.
Sincerely,
Doug Smith

5240 Dalton Pike SE
Cleveland, TN 37323

Fron:
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Wednesdav. Gelober 22 003

Commissioner Michacl J. Copps
345 12th Streel, NW
Washinglon, DC 20554

VIA TAUSIMILE
Dear vammissioner Vopps,
As o consuiner of broadeast television, electronics, and computer products, 1 urge the Federal

Communications Commission Lo vote against the adoption of a "broadeast flag.” 1 am gravely eoncernced that
a broadeast Mlag regulalion would restrict the way T enjoy television.

The eigital television transilion relies on convineing constimers ol the henefits of swilching te and buying

digital lelevision equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching
doesn'tmean disearding my existing home network, buving new high-resolution displays, and finding room
tor vet another deviee in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies o hinder the transition
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable.

In addition, Fam very concerned about the fair-use implications of the hroadeast flag. With todayv's
lechnelogy. Tean be more than a passive recipient of content -- T can modily, create, and participate. 1 ean
record TV to wateh later; elip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie: send an email elip of my
child’s Tootball game 1o a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVDY and play it at my friend's
apartment The broadeast {lag seems designed to remove this conlrol and flexibility that 1 enjoy.

If the moeve to digital television does not make the public's viewing expericnce move enjovable, flexahbe . and
exciling. what compelling reason do T have ag a consumer Lo buy new digital cquipment? A prettier TV
picture is hardly encugh reason for me o dispense with all my current consumer electrontes and compuler
cyuipment. As a cilizen and consumer of broadeast television, I urge vou to premole the digital transition by
opposing the broadeast flag.

Simeerely.
Dievl Maddox

1200 N, Lakeview Dr
Palatine, i1, 60067

From
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Vyednesday October 22 2003

Carmmissioner Michael J. Copps
44% 12th Street, NW
NMashington, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE
Jear Commissicner Copps.

As a consumer of broadcast televisicn, electronics, and computer products, | urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." | am gravely concerned that
a broadcast flag regulation would resirict the way | enjoy talevision.

The digital television transition relies on convineing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying
dig tal television eguipment. That transition will be far mare palatable to me as a consumer if switching
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding recm
for yet ancther device in my living room. Please do naot allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable

in addition. | am very concerned about the fair-use imp ications of the broadcast flag With today's
twernelogy | can be more than a passive recipient of content -- | can modify, create, and participate. | can
ool TV to wateh later; clip & small piece of TV and splice 1t into a home movie, send an email clip of my
child's football game to a distant relative, or recerd a TV pregram onto a DVD and play it at my friend's
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that | enjoy.

I* the move to digita! television does not make the public's viewing expernience more enjoyable. flexible, and
exciting. what compelting reason do | have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV
[proture s hardly enough reascn for me {o dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, | urge you to promeote the digital transition by
noposing the broadcast fiag

Sincerely,
Wary Neldrick

355 Azalea Rd
Mobile AL 36609



